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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is a first Office Action Non-Final rejection on the merits. 
Preliminary amendment filed 10/21/2004 has been acknowledged. Claims 1-14 are 
currently pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following infonnalities: "billing models" 
should be changed to "billing modules". Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: "information data" 
should be changed to either "information" or "data". Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 14 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s); or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 14 is written in 
dependent form but should be written as an independent claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1 , 3, 5, and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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Claim 1 recites the limitation "the rating" in line 10. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the customer's Pre-Paid account" in line 1 1 . There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 , line 12 recites the term "it" and it is unclear what the applicant is 
referring to by the term "it". 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the price data" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the call's B-number" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "the node" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "the call data" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites tiie limitation "the data-transfer interface" in line 6. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement tliereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirement of this title. 
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8. Claims 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

As per claims 12 and 14, the system contains software (data) structures not 
claimed as embodied in computer-readable media and therefore are descriptive 
material perse and are not statutory because they are not capable of causing function 
change In a computer. See In re Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361 , 31 USPQ2d at 1760. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
fonn the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-7, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S^C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Mattila et al. (2003/0065777). 

As per claim 1, Mattila et al. teaches a method for managing customer accounts 
in connection with a Pre-Paid platform (page 6, paragraph 0057), comprising: 

the applications communicate with the Pre-Paid platform (page 6, paragraph 

0057) 

the applications are arranged to communicate with a proxy and the Pre-Paid 
platfonn correspondingly with a billing module, in which case the proxy and the billing 
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module communicated with each other in a logically predefined manner (page 3, 
paragraph 0034; Figure 1 ), 

the proxy is used to collect and manage the services used by the customers, the 
billing models, and the rating (page 5, paragraph 0049), 

the billing module is used to bill the customer's Pre-Paid account, which is 
located on the Pre-Paid platfonn, or in a systehi behind it (page 3. paragraph 0034; 
page 6, paragraph 0057). 

As per claim 2, Mattila et al. teaches the proxy is used to collect the price of the 
services used by the user and other similar data and to transmit this data to the billing 
module (page 5, paragraph 0049). 

As per claim 3. Mattila et al. teaches the price data is formed according to 
various billing principles (page 3, paragraph 0034; page 4. paragraph 0035; page 5, 
. paragraph 0049). 

As per claim 4, Mattila et al. teaches the proxy is used to control the delivery of 

the service used by the user (pages 4-5, paragraphs 0043-00444). 

As per claim 5, Mattila et al. teaches that a service code is transmitted to the Pre- 
Paid platfonn with the aid of the call's B-number fomned by the billing module (pages 3- 
4, paragraphs 0034-0035; page 5, paragraph 0049; via the resource address or URL 
identifies the service and the termination number is the B-number). 

As per claim 6, Mattila et al. teaches the proxies prevent sen/ices being delivered 
to the user, if the user's pre-paid account is empty, or if the price of the service is 
greater than the funds in the Pre-Paid account (page 6, paragraph 0057). 
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As per claim 7, IVIattila et al. teaches the billing module (PCN) transfers to the 
Pre-Paid platform the real amount of the value of the service ordered by the user, in 
cash or other consideration, from the user's Pre-Paid account (page 4, paragraph 0035; 
page 6, paragraph 0057). 

As per claim 10, Mattila et al. teaches converting the price or rating data obtained 
from the proxy into voice-calls (page 3, paragraph 0034, via call-detail record). 

As per claim 1 1 , Mattila et al. teaches the call data includes at least a B-number 
and a time definition (page 3, paragraph 0034). 

As per claim 12, Mattila et al. teaches a Pre-Paid mediator for managing 
customer accounts In connection with a Pre-Paid platform (page 6, paragraph 0057; 
Figure 1), in which mediator there are 

a billings means unit for communicating with the Pre-Paid platfomri (page 3, 
paragraph 0034), and 

at least one proxy for communicating with applications (SMS, GPRS, MMS) 
(page 3, paragraph 0030), wherein 

the data-transfer interface in the direction of the applications is formed to be 
logically one-way, in which case the proxies can be made modular (page 3, paragraphs 
0027-0028, via WAP allows for modularity); 

the proxies include a unit for collecting and/or managing the price and other 
similar data of the services used by customers (page 5, paragraph 0049), and 

the billing unit includes a unit for billing a customer's Pre-Paid account in the Pre- 
Paid platfomi (page 6, paragraph 0057). 
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As per claim 13, i\/lattila et al. teaches the proxies are not in direct contact with 
the Pre-Paid platform (Figure 1; page 3, paragraph 0027; via indirect contact through 
the Internet). 

As per claim 14, Mattila et al. teaches a computer software product, which 
implements the method for managing customer accounts (page 7, paragraphs 0060- 
0061). 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was niade to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made; 

12. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for detemiining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Detemnining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

13. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stille et al. (6,724,748) in view of Mattila et al. (2003/0065777). 
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As per claim 8, Mattila et al. discloses all elements of the claimed invention as 
written above, but fails to expressly disclose that the billing module transmits the billable 
data to the Pre-Paid platform, using an INAP protocol. 

Stille et al. teaches using an INAP protocol (col. 2, lines 20-47). 

From this teaching of Stille et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method for managing 
customer accounts of Mattila et al. to include using an INAP protocol taught by Stille et 
al. because INAP is a signaling protocol for intelligent networks that is used in addition 
to standard telecommunication protocols and provides additional functionalities. 

As per claim 9, Mattila et al. discloses all elements of the claimed invention as 
written above, but fails to expressly disclose that the billing modules transmits the 
billable data to the Pre-Paid platform, using a CAP protocol. 

Stille et al. teaches using a CAP protocol (col. 2, lines 20-47). 

From this teaching of Stille et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method for managing 
customer accounts of Mattila et al. to include using an CAP protocol taught by Stille et 
al. because CAP is a signaling protocol based on INAP and also brings additional 
benefits. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Joyce et al. (2003/0026404) discloses a convergent communications system with 
a mle set for authorizing, debiting, settling and recharging a mobile commerce account. 

Kotaluoto et al. (7,174,155) discloses a method for charging in a communication 
system. 

Lundstrom (2004/0052225) discloses a method of providing charge information 
to a user of a mobile terminal. 

Nilson (2002/0156729) discloses a method of paying services through a cellular 
telecommunications system. 

Nilsson et al. (6,804,505) discloses a method for call tariff determination in 
mobile telecommunication networks. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alan Liu whose telephone number is 571-270-51 13. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 8:30AM-6:00PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynda Jasmin can be reached on 571-270-3033. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




